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Psychological distance can improve decision making

under information overload via gist memory.
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>  AWFFE i, Dijksterhuis(2004) @ Information Presentation ~X 7 & 4 L% F\ 7=
v 1R2{HDOEWAEENS 4 BORRZHICOWT, Rk b O EERT 5
& HIEMOEEEX, FRTFHAICTHENZ L 72 (Tablel I Ranking % /R 3)
o i : SEfTIEEE(Rank]l) > {&BE % — v 2 (Rank4) >~ 5 0 % (Rank12)
o HLHYARREESEAVEH XV QEETH 2 L\ ) HIER G LN
® RHEIFIRIST 4 TRIFEHR6 2. A HT 4 71EH6 2> (Tablel ®+—)
® | : Tablel ic>\>T, Hatsdun O¥A% 5% good T, Nabusi ¥R 1% poor
& TfgE 1.2 TIHEREAGERE [Rankl~6 28R Y 7 4 7R EERT L] LT3
@© fhic, TRank7~12 23K ¥ 7 14 7 2 (R DER) | [Rank1~3 - Rank10~12 2°
RYT 4 77H] [Rankd~9 23RV T 4 77| Z@ERKE LTCHEL -

Table 1
Information Shown to Participants in Studies la, 1b, and 2

Car model

Feature Hatsdun Kaiwa Dasuka Nabusi

. Mileage (good, poor)

. Handling (smooth, poor)

. Year (new, old)

. Repair service (excellent, bad)

. Emissions (low, high)

. Gear shifts (smooth, awkward)

. Leg room (lots, little)

. Sound system (high quality.
low quality)

9. Trunk room (large, small)

10. Sunroof (has, does not have)

1. Cup holders (many, few)

12. Colors (many, few)
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Note.  The features are listed from most important (e.g., mileage) to least
important (e.g., colors) as determined in the pre-study. A plus sign indi-
cates that the car was positive for that feature (e.g., the Hatsdun has good
mileage), while a minus sign indicates that the car was negative for that
feature (e.g., the Hatsdun comes in a few colors).
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Figure 1. Results from Study la: Percentage of participants who chose the best car by condition. Participants
who wrote about purchasing a car next year chose the best car more often (69.0%) than those who wrote about
buying a car the next day (40.7%) and those in the control condition (39.3%), x2(2, N =84)=638p= 04
Error bars represent the 95% confidence interval.
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Results
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Figure 2. Results from Study 2: Percentage of participants who chose the best car by condition. Participants
who wrote about a day | year ago chose the best car more often (58.6%) than those who wrote descriptions of
the previous day (35.7%) and those in the control condition (29.0%), x*(2, N = 89) = 6.06, p < .05, Error bars
represent the 95% confidence interval.
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Figure 3. Mediational pathway for Study 3. Gist memory mediated the
relationship between abstraction and decision outcome.
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